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total. ene into fome unaccountable Averſion to 
the Trinity in Sociniauated Fancies. To conclude, ©» 
Three is one Sort of Manies. All Men may think with 3J 
conſiſtent Notions, every ſame Thing i is really One, 
and as Much, and as really Many 3 therefore we maß 
think without any Contradiction that it is poſſible for 
God to be really One, and as Much, and as really 
Many, even juſt. ſo many as Three, the Father, the. 
Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, who are really, and as 
much Three 3 1 an plainly, as much, and as really 
diverſe from one another as God is really One, 
Therefore no one of theſe is the other, and yet the 
God (who, is every one of theſe) is, really one and 
the fame. From whence it is plain there is nothing. 
in Reaſon to be offered againſt Baptizing into the 


Name of One God, Veng. the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, T add, if the 


cinians do believe without 
Colluſion, (asT think they do, ) that Jeſus Chriſt is the 
forementioned Son, into Add Name all Chriſtians * 
Baptized: according to our Saviour s Appointment 4 
Reaſon thete is an End of this Controverſie. bus . 
much I take to be plain, and it hath in it no Laden de 9 
nor can it wrack any Man's ace unleſs when N 
inraged Luft of an Impotent Curioſity ſtings him, and, 
will not ſuffer him to be content. to know. things but 
in part in this State, where we cannot. know any thing. | 
eite; 3 and yet this is ſufficient for all. the ral 21 


[3] 
3 poſes of china, unleſs it be to diſcover the 
. Meta phyſicks ks of Hereticks, F Of: 
K , It appears all that believe thus much are (not 
1 19 45 r myſtical Tripjtarians, av the — 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt to be really diverſe 
one from the other can make Men real. Fri 
and if this cannot, nothing can 5 and get they are no 
® whit theleſs real [Tnitarians, if believing God tobe real- | 
y One, and but One and the Same, will make Men real 
1 Wies; and if this will not, I muſt ask, What 
Good beſide there is in Unitarianiſm that makes 
them contend ſo eagerl for it? For really I can think of 
none. They are very full of the Cauſe I ſee, but what 
4 is it they would have? Would they have us be 
tied in our Infancy in the Name of the Father, 
Fon, and the Holy Ghoſt, and in our Manhood as 
11 KRenounce the God that is Father, Son and 
Holy n Devil When we were Chil- 
den? Or Hare all Chriſtian Nations for- 
2 fake the One 1 
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| ur; 


and Wonſkip 'the 
1 Ma God of 15 Their rude Way of hand- 
IE enough to make 
avg believe there But it is impoſſible for _ 


make any 
18 nom pag . But to proceed. | 
Since - without avy Contradiction there 


ac AY way be bein dee Cod Tres really diyerſe each from che 
ober, c he ee el the Que God, which is 
ip theFiner Clyppole the World by a Divine 
on Jha. ſtence by the One God, atideves/ 
5 ne 0 OR ree, but what ſubſiſts in Union with: 
chat. which- is proper to Que only, and not n 
Pie 79 5 hex. Tone ;fappoſe Manhood in 
W non it it hatk its! $ 
in the 8 j of that One alone ; for 2 
ree being really —_—_— it is ann | 


Catholick believe there is but One 


w ih our ordinary Way. of Thi ing, that Nature ma 
be in Union with One of them, and yet 


Life requiſite to the Paternal Kingdom of God over 


| be as different from the'Firlt, 2e is eie Second A 


not proceed ſo far, that 'in one Thon 


liar co the Tvinity from any Impfication, 


rams and Inſolence iv 


the Relief of the Divine Trinity! j i ee le 


{ 14) 


45 with” ©neithe 
of the Two that are * diverſe from” an cas Hu: 


mane Nature in ſuch Umon Ade Tulicient Kaſtro- 


ment for Redititegrating'the Riphteguſtefs' and Diving 


Men. And {63 the Means of Communication of thi 
eouſnels and Divine" Life from its 1 


from the Firſt, or as is a Subfiltence "meer Fei 
from a Sũübſiſtence by Perſonal Union.” Now ſeein 
in forming the Notion of the Trinity our 1 — i 5 


think that to be, which in another Though 
think not to be; tis plain there is no real nta. 
diction. Should we be here quite at 1 ſtand, 15 
knowing' how to go forward, yet that will not made 

theſe Thoughts inconſiſtent one with another, . 


only pibve that we cannot perfeAly expedife tlie 
whole Theory r of the Divine Belp Ten We 
— ies he) Incetnpr eltern 5 Hel 
the: Divine Nature which Nen tne Bleſſed Trinity a 


paſſible Truth, there is no 1 icon, "ba Ry 


bat beflilts from "tlie Fncomtprehel Fable BY 
And) for! this3Reaſory! ined we conſe GL 
Trinity Intomprehenſibie, and M 1 5 büt 
therdfore>: a Abſurdity; Nomſetice,\ NF 

Jargon, Or A, GOd forbid” i an bor Ae de 9 
i use at the Dem ging Part e „in Þ 
ad tes Bon een Tren bt, 5 * they, 2 
ſhonld la h forth into ſuch” 2 Blaſ fiemous th ; 


JOY 


N. 


Let us now conſidet che- Quality or bbe Ahl F 
aſition, for it is {tt Preſumption, Wat ſihce 


21} 100 : no 8 en O 180 70 dd gf) Oi 990 
2roNAno>n? yew ei 3: avid * 1897 <1i96 99? 
. 8 


| 15 
elſe. but an Inſtance of ug 2 n to all 
Mankind, * * 155 \ L Thoug n. 5 50 Hog 


t be real many ) ll At 
Ie ma bee Un! Be 105 


1 thiredore T Sbferve the een Hover (6 

er aim directly at it, but Only by oblique Fetches,” -F 

\s | we knowing © 5 many Way $ derbe 105 ſame thing 
a ©: really ole and ma Py j hey 95 Jabor © prove 

mW q Divine 'Trin ity in 0 f theſe Ways. 


Not being one opti meh nd M atter,” 25 Off 
Nan is really Form and Kate, Body and Soul,” WII 
Fare really many. Not one Efente and many Ad- 
juncts; not one Subſtaace, and many Accitients s not 
one Sort, which is one, and ytt many ʒ not ore M li- 
tude, which is one and many; del bh! 


a- . W ich 
of is one and many; nor in any other Way we Fe de- 
Ke Juainted with; nor yet one God, and aun, 7 
ut Though almoſt every Inch of "iis Ground h 

oy | dB WHY them hpage or other, yet Fee 
„mp kelf the Power & Revoration, 45 to” rhis lag, 95 
e An here to dent fte Frankly t b And! 

a2 poſe that Ood ig not one and” Many, In any of. 
u. theſe Ways, which is the utmoſt ay 65 their Arg 


ments can concludes but when, from hence, 172 
3 7 'Gc d Three (J. 8 
im any Sefer Way, Fj a A 
Thfevente'beright;citln be by th e Kates of Big | 
RF tion" for confnon Seniſe : aſſures us it is not by Ht = 
3 mane Reafon. For thongh we knew never ſo man 
and vefe Heer We i ch 
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Man's Underſtanding until hi 


C46 3 
God knows, we wonder ( if a Conki 


wondered at in that Set gf Men ) that the 
not {ce that the Force of their Ar, 
ls. 


aer can m_I vo 


eart be th 
purged of the laſt Dan of Modeſty, that ſo 17 * 


lie ving theirs to be real Contradictiaus, may be plant- 


ed in pure Impudence, where it will thrive beſt. It 9 


maſt be confeſſed that this Modeſty looks lik aſ 
ing, ſheepiſh Quality, that makes a Man t. ont: 
ſpeak of his own Abilities with ſach Limitations and 


eſeryes, as always leſſens the pleaſant Ideas he migh 
, Otherwiſe have of himſelf, and allows him not 3 


© one Superlative Word, nor ſuffer any Conceit in him 


that is brave, and bold, and big, or th iſe 
of a great Wit, and celebrated 5 pg Fai 


Second Book, ONE 28 diſdaing to comprehend a Finite Nature, but 1 


ratiin. 


of Conſide- has A Clear, ad equate, diſtin Comprehenſion of inſi- 


nite, even as diſtinct and certain, as comprehending the 
Notion which. 1 havę of i ite Power r p 


the comprehenſive Notion of infinite Power or Wil-. 
dom; and as adequate as a Negative Notion of © 


Eternity is adequate 0 an Affirmative Notion at | q 


it. 


"And therefore a8 clear 28 it is, be maſt 
hea moſt conſummate-Philoſ, $i be iſt eels 
the unixerſality 1 f ng, 


he compre- 


ſuch an N igentick Size 4 

pr among our an takes Ca gap Y 
the World now, that his So WW, though neither longer, 

eee hea. bo ho => 2 | 


500 
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rehopg is ſur . 
Unaveite 3 is not a Windmil, ang, oo dune ar F 


ends his own meaning when he thinks . A 
Becauſe the eg of; Mortals are apt tp ſufpe b 


ef 
iq (he. 


- 


3 18 
* his Pen 2 adler 9 0 1 in 2 LSE 
es from Ear te; Ear, amd * on... -- 


Fei 155 $ Hypocriticel Profeſſors 1 Many. Sun, 
| 5 „be mi Phe with the greater Sole mate f an uf Caſe, 
q Fri Mockery expoſe them to Publick View. But 
2 forgat one Coneeit of our Conſiderator, for in the 
Pbodes under the Left Ear of Two of them CSIR 


Friſcalls the. Biſhops of Sarum 2 . < he h 
1 Tit in Wbiſ Es mm wh 7 5 2 * 
1 yon are but rele of Men, == 


end Reaſon; the: Canune Hon Such! 
4 b Ja of. a Licentious Wit, {than gh not. lewd in 
Humane Convenlation, unleſs to thoſe that are bred: 
For Sport) are yet found Neceſſary to. Amuſe ard: 
4 Divert us ſometimes from obſerving, the Crazineſs of. 


x | an overt. Diſcourſe, and Varniſh Over an ill-Jointed: 

re. Argument. For take off the, Artificial Paint of thoſe. 

nd | Two Books of eee e gu hey. plainly. ma- 
—_ 4 Piten the Difference: betwint 2. Socinian and à real 

ta Pontrachction. For in this thers is a Repugnance of 

ler 7 boughts,. but in. theirs there is only an Abſence, or 

x, Caſſation of Thoughts; as if we could think contra- 

th Wiftori] of a, thing. w we forbear. 40. n or- Fl 
ack Fedor ee alt a wo - ; 
4 yo ire? : 15 1 el Wm * 77 Tv R 102 «114 ava; 

ay | | 8 2 | W ring: 
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attnils 50 Ze wht ot "be fen Pi 0 1 

hays ved TFrvonf of ihe Th 51 an M- F h 

have obſ 105 _ thi i er le- 
— cy Oro be 4 Hg9? | 
= 7k wn Find ty in Trinity, is nee a 


the ye 1 ay and; Others den t: + ; 
at inayand* copion ewed this 
8 1 0 5 Indaftfon of joy hey of” i 
tlie T\woSofts of Bring, which we kno, they obſerve” 
> Fifft of Bodies, That every Body bath Three Bil. 
menſions, abd v0 more; ſo Hae if Matter e 
there woulc 4 Threefold Infiniteneſs, 
one really y ditfetemt from the Ye in ar Ont . 
nite., wry! . W ! 5 Ne 
*How far os Trinity >cypt this 
may be ſeen by Dr. Wali his * u the Cabe, 
wherein he ſhews thoſe Forms of Expreſſions in the 
Athanaſian "Creed, which tlie Note- maker calls palpa: 
ble Contradictions, areexemplificd'i in cube Con- 
dition of the Cube paſt all Geiz , and Are ee 
no Contradictions. Pand tbe "out derator does! but 
Banter with tis, and traduce bis Author, when lle 
would have us believe the Doktor thinks that this f is 
the Way whereby God is One and Three, or that the 
Trinity God 4Yeing Creator. Redeemet and Gang 
fier, for the Dy@vr etpreſly g ecläres the*contraty'; i: 
and it is plain he only intends to ſhew in thele war's 3 
ces that the Same may conſtantly be One and Three, 
each Diverſe ſtom the other, "Secondly, For a Spi off T 
(of which we have all our Notites / 1 5 from our 
own Souls, and nothing EA they obſerve," Th Ehe 
Life i is the Soul, the Miad 3 is 7M Soul, and rhe Spirit 
is*the Soul, and yet there are not Three Souls, | bu 
ne 


„ One Soul. Here is then no repxie in Man, nor Fre- 
5 Webciſm in the Trinity, thongb itis plain in a Man the, 
In Le is one, the:Mind is really; but infeparablysnaher, 

gad the Spirit is yet rally another ; for the Liſe ani- 
Inates all the Flech that is quickned, but the Mindfeels: 
Hot its on Life; but by the Intervention of the Fleſh's: 
gie Motion, when and where the Kleſn ia moved; ſo that 
in this. World the Fleſh is between the Mind and its 
„pon Lifein ſuch wie, that the Mind hath nat the im- 
his Wediate Senſe of itzawn Lifein the Body, having the 
r Weſh as a Boulſter to rebate the exquiſiteneſs of ſuch 
10. Wenle pleaſant or unpleaſant, and temper it to this 
21 Middle State here an Earth. And the Spitit is diffe-- 
dent from che other Two, for after all Senſe, de Spi- 
Fit freely acts the Body or not, as it likes, which we 
Experience in all properly Humane or Voluntary Mo- 
ions and Actions ; here then is not only a Shadow, 
„hut an Image of the Bleſſed Trinity, and all this A p- 
u ] pears in the Soul's ſenfible Communication with Fleſh. 
22 But the Soul hath likewiſe a Threefald Communica;- 
ion with its ſelf,” which affords us yet à more Expreſs 
a Ange of the Divine Trinity. But I need not pen 
is Conelaſſon, vix, that the moſt diſtin, ,polutive: d f 
ancęption whictt wer Mortals can form of the Su- the Foſe. 
* Pream Spirit 1s this, hat there 1s One God infinitely; 7 of the 
e One, and Three Perſons infinitely Three, no whit the r. 
al. Pe. ad Three Perſons infinitely Spire. 
„„ ſs One God for: being Three Perſons, and 
e to gos -A i Han i deten 
i T When Leonfider ws dem lf the poſitive Notions n 
Ie pbich ie bare of a Sprit ſolely: from. our fe: 
„ nuaintagęs with our own Minds and Thoughts, and 
Wat this Communication of pur Soul with its ſelf is 
Motu leben ane Conſcienor, and that Our C 
b | a {cience 
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did firſt require expreſly of Mati, 'boihito/Worſhip him 
as a Spirit, and to Believe in the 'Father, Son, and 


the Trinity it ĩs not improper (according td the Prbu is 


of Gloceſter, the Dean of St; Paul s, and the Sobet: En- 


Life by his own Counſels, being able to diſcera Þ 
not unſuitable to be entred into, à Covenant made 


: we gain more Underſtanding by further Enquiries in- xz 
to Nature, we more plainly ſee an Evidence of the 
Trinity imprinted upon the whole Creation. Thirdly, 
The more like any Nature is to the Divine, (as is the 


; o * #245, 2:4 , 
#615) Fr. 3 


ſcierice is the immediate Scat of all: Religion, and of 
withal, that it is the Geſpel Inſtitutioh wherein God 


* 
_ 
* * 
; * 
— 2 : ' 
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ij 
Holy Ghoſt, as being Doctrines of near Affinity, I ſay, 
when I conſider all this, as I know no Objection againſt 
his Scheme, fo I am apt to think, that in the The dry of 


of Thoughts lie uſes) to Contemplate the Deity under 
the Notion of the Supream Spirit, and deduce our Con- 
cep:ions of the Trinity from the abſolute Perfections ofa 
Spirit: Much might have been obſerved from the Biſuop 


quirer, but that they all proceed purely upon Hypo- 
theſes. 1 ſhall therefore remark from the other, 
Firſt, That every one that is capable of governing his 


che ſame ching may be One and Many, and conſe- Þ 
quently One and Three, the Trinity is att Article 


with all Mankind, all Men having a Capacity to be- 
lieve it that are capable of Religion. Secondly, As 


Spiritual than the Corporeal, ) the more lively Chara- 
cters of a Trinity in Unity appear upon it. Fourthly, 
Out own Capacity for Communion: with God gives 
us above all the moſt lively Repreſentation of One 


ture, and all his Works in this viſible World be EG y- 
pal, as Reaſon teaches, - and our Confiderator 
bimſelf confeſſes, here is plainly an Evidence in Na- 
ture of the Divine Trinity; and becauſe there is none 2 [ 


PP 


E inſkit, as L have ſliewed; chic obzbe to Sway our | 
M 3 . becauſe we find it in our bee gg Sev 
oy 1 and in Nature probable, for the ſame God to be really 
m One, and really Three. I proceed now to confidet 
nd the Catholick Account of the Blefſed Trinity in the 
Atbaneſu Creed. Where, Firſt, We confider"it'as 2 
Denomination. gecondiy, As an Aſſeveration. Ot. 
S -Thirdly,” As an Explication of the Catholick Senſe of 
| 9 ——— b Vu 
Firſt, As a Denomination it . elite g pe Ol. 
a vine Three really Diverſe each from orhier- Aft not 
4 Three Gods, but One God in Three Petlons. Whete 
becauſe we have this Notion of every one of the 
Three that it is God, and One of the Divine Three 
really Diverſe from @ch of the other Two, if we de- 
| Þ nominate what anſwers to this Notion by the "Word 
„% 2 Divine Perſon, and intend preciſe denen this 
Notion by that Vocal Sound; we give no Explication 
of the Trinity, but only impoſe an Appellative Name 
upon our Notion of a Thing, inſtead of a Periphraſti- 
Lal expreſſing of it. And this them is really and pro- 
perly the Signification'of the Word Perfon, or Divine 
2Þ Perſon, upon this Subject, "whatever it Hgnifies upon 
4 — becuuſe the genuine Signiſſcation of 
Words is nothing elſe but the intended Meaning of het 
the Speaker and Hearers. And this without any | 
FBlame is done where no other Reaſon requires, but 
(che greater: Expedition of expreſſing our Sentiments, 
and communieating our -Thovghts with leſs Incom- 
2X brance of Language. And if the Oppoſers ſhould 
object, that the Church aſſumes too much in impofing 
a Name upon her Notion, which was uſed other e 
% upon other Occaſions; it may be anſwered, if in 
oo iumane Perſons the Word fighife otherwiſe,” jet in 
Divine Perſons we mean as before is declared. And 
when all Trades —_ themſelves, all Fraternities, 
* D 2 all 


* 
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4s 


all Profeſſions, all Schools, all Sciences and Arts, do 


3 


this in innumerable Inſtances for Readineſs of Speech, 
and Difpatch in their ſeveral 'Employments, what 
Reaſon is there why the Catholick Church ſhould be 


blamed for doing that in her Communion Which all *% 


- 


ſhe muſt be Blameleſs in this, if, Firſt, The Expreſſion 


infinuates nothing unworthy of the Divine Perfe&i- 1 


ons, which the Socinians as well as we confefs ofthe 


Word Divine Perſon. For they conſeſs Perſonality ,, 
in the Deity, the Perſonal Subfiſtenoe being tlie moĩr 


Fer of any we are acquainted withal. Nor, 
Secondly, Be not repugnant to the Seripture Declara- 
tions, which this is not z, for as the late Archbiſhop 


as we uſe to ſeveral, Perſons. And, Thirdly, it it be 
conſented to by the Body of the Community, and 
Matter of Fact aſſures us, that the word Perſon hath 
of Tears, to be ſure longer than is neceſſary to ſix the 
Senſe of a Wor which is done in an Age; and 
this, by all the Latin Churches; and the Diſſent of 
the ſew Sociniant is their fault, chat refuſe to conſent 

to their Country Language. So that they might diſ- 


pute whether there be Three in the Deity - teally Di- 1 


verſe from one another, but whether theſe Three be 
called Perſons by the Church 3 or whetherſhe means 


by Perſon One of the Three, and conſequently whe· 


ther Perſon ſo ſigniſies on this Point, is paſt diſpute. 
For nothing can be coneluded from ſuch a | Proceſs, 


or only that God is not ſo Three Perſons, as Three 


en are Three Perſons, which is partly true, and 


partly falſe,, as 1 ſhah ſhew by and by, and allconfeſs 
| | ROT Im e wt 75 ray tet 
me 4 5 C5 > : f V1 9 . 8 * 43 
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it fo to be. 1 2 


Secondly, 


been uſed for One of theDivinie Three many Hundred 
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of Canterbury hath obſerved, tie Scripture ſpeaks of 


WY | 


[ #3 
3 Secondly, As an Aﬀeveration o | 
b. Walt the Hereticks 3 ue, uo Lie 
LT Sotinns, conſefs both Humanity and 5 
4 dur Saviour And the Father, Son, 2 2 Holy. Sat; 
and as Inenau and othe * bdferve' df theit He- 
reticks, they.allowed and uſed tte Words of 88. 
1 hblick Lange zbur thett they pleaded they ate 95 
to be underſtöed in Reality, but only in She w, in 
k Appearance, in Reputation or Opinion; now the 
Church - believing. Chriſt came not to teach us the 
| and — 1 of the 8 82 u of d but 
he ver ry Things themſelves, not uit: of us in 
| —— of Eterhal Life e Fi of 15 
and Shadows, and -Apparitions; but of true Realiti 
did ever oppoſe with great Farneſtneſs the Seemiings 
q ind -Reſemblarices ef the Hereticks. And therefore 
| OW the) Herericks Eluſions of rhe Reality. of the 
Trinity and Incarnation, which they would have un- 
erſtood; nab Tyuoteo, 1 Zyt, cr ? ouPBrBnds, xd” 
| | upacm, wrd mow, Cc. the Antients oppoſed that 
b eee Ne: xd} aXgteray, xdÞ 
Flas nal Snogaoi,; af Ard, Ic, chf, Cc. which 
1 tre Words in their General Senſe bs import the 
Neality and ſubſtattial Subſiſtence of thefe Things; and 
Therefore it is not ſtrange that the Antienteſt of che 
a 1 athers uſe ſotnetimes-theſe Words in the laxer Senſe, 
| o avouch the real Truth of the Things believed, in 
DT N to the She ws and Counterfeſts of the ere- 
1 . Forthey ſaw well wien the Heteticks Were 
1 ſriven! from that Evil Practice of theirs, and quitted 
Fhcir Tmageries and Reſemblances for downtij 
Realities, they miſt at the ſame time give over : 0 
* 2 the Trinity and Incatnation. ä 
| ian; coritefs Chiiſt to be God , but a ot yery God, 
® the True God, oy e ben 925 
1 $5 did "the e, "A tid SabeHttoniſe (Which our 
FT Author 


he Gates lit 
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Autborof the Co P "Ron Bdoks ſays is the ſame 
with Sociniani/ae, )..cont 


Holy Ghoſt are Three, . but only x«T ou in; Name. 


$o that I verily believe thoſe Expreſſions of Hypoſtaſis 1 
Subſtance, Truth, and the. 4 were inſerted into che 4 


Athang an Creed, (as, for other Purpoſes, lo likewiſe 
to 5 5 the Se nipgs.andi A : ) 


the Hereticks endeay 'oured to elude the real Diretf ity 
he real 


of the Three, or real Unity off the O an 4 Y 
Humanity Or, Diziny. of our Savi- 9 


110 3533 10 #32! 18 A Dun 


Po 8 
V. 


"Wherefore fipce we an, 38 bath been ſaid, 5 4 
out any n 15 85 the.ſ; ſame Exiſtent Beit to A 


'be One God, really One, and Three really Divecſs one 


Frog another, we may without any Contradiction be- 3 
lieve the Athanaſiap Creed in theſe Two Conſiderati- 


ons of it, as an Indication or  Adeyeration of the Faith 


in Baptiſm. For thus far no more is contained in the 3 
Belief of the 


Aſſertion of the Trinity. than the very 


real Trinity. Now of this Faith ie Creed does in- 
deed affirm it is neceſſary to Salvation, but no more, 
as hath been obſerved by others, becauſe the Senten⸗ Y 

ces declaring ſuch Neceſſity are pre fned or an- 
next only to the Faith of One God in Trinity, and 


Trinity in Unity. And it muſt needs be nece 


that are * bree, if 3 „or the votum B 
tiſi, be a 


be Saved by the Anſwer of a, Good Conti 


there is no Trinitariar 9400 
believing Ly One 


ober v = 
of 


the enn Son, and I 


ppearances;;. whereby # 


V0 
believe; in One God, the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 


eans neceſſary. to Salvation ; or if Men Y 
ence in 

Baptiſm, which is the Conſeſſion of this Faith from 
the Sincerity. and Integrity of their Hearts. And the 
Creed not evidently. requiring any more as neceſſary, 
9 05 as 2 5 to gs 1 

Son, T er „ really 1 — each from the 
is lüffcient for Salvation in this Point 


1 


[ fu}. 


q Jofbe Trinity. So that without expe eting the iſſues 
Joſ Mens learned Speculations, we ſee 1 Aich of all 
CChriſtian Trinitarlant is clear from all Appearance 

4 Pr a Contradiction. For infufe the leaſt Dtam'of Mo- 
He ſty, and it difolves the Conſiſtency of all Argu- 


Ws | 


te) ments againſt the Poſſibility of the Trinity, . withour 
by 1 , the Uſe of any Metaphy ſicks: And if it be not rea- 
ity Monable to'believe that God may know One War, 
nd 1 ore than Men do whereby the fame Thing may 


Really One and Many, there is no Humane a Pho 
be met with without the Precincts of Bedlam. 


* =. 


Bat if the Secirians account it Unphiloſo wor. fo ex: 
£ 1 pedite Speculative Enquiries by the Life ral 
1 Fertues, I am to immind them we are abe conrend-* 


\ ng with them for the'Glories of Philofophy, but for: 
att Pe Ble ſſedneſs of Chriſtianity; and particularly, that 
ai his Meaſure of Modeſty is a neceſſary tugredient into 
Feat Probity of Spirit, which is a Poſtulate  IndiſÞen-- 

| z bly requiſite to underſtand the Chriſtian Dadrine.” 
ad I think it isl no ſmafl Proof that the Seid 
Felief of Contradictionz in the Trinity is repugnant 
| q >the Faith which Chriſt really tau Mog becauſe 1 it will 
Not endure this Toweſt Degree of For how | 

d an that agree With the Doctrine q en that Will 
to pt conſiſt with the Spirit of Chriſtianity ?, Belides - 
Fhat the Goſpel ſpeaks to this Pürpoſe, Ir is vety un⸗ 

4p- eaſonable in itſelf to think that the Supernatural 
| Diſcoveries God gave to his Church were "writ-- 
in En in ſich à manner as might render them 155 


from per laſtructions for Men Nov ls ates - 
the pf the ow Wit 0 | 
„ andigzg of the Nat e Fon, Gr Le 
Prive Obſervations ' 5 the . of the 
Fieanidy of all an ke Chriſt” 
0 Pant e fo Wark Ente 
di 36 mon * molto MONT Wit Nandi 


2 


withſtanding all this, thoſe Men will in this Debat 
renounce the Spirit of our Religion, and will admit f 
nothing Heterogeneous or Alien amangſt their Theo- 


would have us believe him; for if he could prove it 
nal | 
nothing bat N unp 

Belief. Therefore 1 
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» 
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| 1 ſe of them. 80 that under the Pain of Impetti- 
mit Pence (a Grand Villany and Capital Crime in their 


% 0 


New Society) they will have nothing to do but Di- 


ut ide Thoughts, Add, Subſtrat, Multiply, and Make 


quations of Thoughts, and the like. And there- 


ry Wore as they can never come within Sight of any Con- 
Fradivion in the Trinity, while they retain any thing 


r the Spirit of Chriſtianity 3 fo if they will leave | 


te Church 't6 ſeek for any, they can come at none 


i; 


„It by paſſing over the very Ocean of the Meta- 


IHyſicks- with nothing but Metaphyſical Tackle ; a 
Manſcous rather than Pleaſant Paſſage, ſure, to Soci- 
Jan stomachs. But it cannot be avoided, if they 


ive pill rationally maintain the Trinity is Contradidti- 


pus; for if they will ſhew a Difagreement of 
Thoughts, it muſt be by the Knowledge of 
*F houghts.; but if they think this Knowledge of our, 
"F houghts is not the Metaphyficks they deſpiſe, I 
Inſwer, The Church uſes no other Metaphyſicks be- 
ide to prove the Conſiſtency of our Thoughts in 


he Notion of the Trinity, and has no uſe of any 


ther any more than we need Necromancy to caſt 
een, -- 
But if theſe Men had rather compaſs Sea and Land, 
dan entertain a Meaner Opinion of their own Under- 
WManding, there is no Help. But we muſt proceed in 
Ine Third Place, to conſider the Explanatory Uſe of the 


ain, [thanaſian Creed, For the Church, tho juſtified other- 
les, Piſe (as we ſee) in her Faith, may yet be obliged 


rough the obſtinate Importunity of her Adverſa- 


ing ies in Charity, to afford an Explication of her Senſe 


is e thoſe that are in Danger of Error or Herelie. 


ow this is ſummarily done, by afferting the Father, 


don, and Holy Ghoft; are. One God, and Thitec Per- 


Fons. T bat this Explication is free from all Contra- 
Fiction, appears firſt, from Experience, ſecondly, by 
„„ E diſtinctiy 


— * 
* 


diſtinaly, viewing the Proceſs of our own Thoughts, 
which we uſe in forming this Notion, this indeed 


is more proper to Theories. 8 % 


* 
« 
9 ＋ 


af 
44 


1. That there is no Repugnancy in this Notion. ot. 
the Trinity appears by Experience and Matter of 
Fact. For as much as this Creed hath in Effect ob- 3 
tained in all Nations of ; Chriſtendom, by its Agree: Þ 
ableneſs in this Article with the Sentiments of all. 1 f 
the ſeveral Individuals, (except ſome very few Per- 
ſons of Odd and Singular Conceits by themſelves,), i 
and thereupon. was received into many of their Pub- a 
lick Eſtabliſhments, naw ſuch Conſent, is of greateſt | 
Authority in Theories, eſpecially when our own. | 
Thoughts and their Confiſtency are both the Mat- 
ter to be judged, and the Rule of Judgment, though * 
it may fail when the Judgment is made by Senſitive 
Notices, as in Tranſubſtantiation, and, the like; but 
I. leave this Conſideration, and paſs to the other, 
2. By viewing the Proceſs of our own. Thoughts 
diſtinctly, in forming this Notion, it will appear tis 
not Contradictious. I mean, the Notion of the Tri- 
nity thus explained is neither Inconſiſtent. with it. 
ſelf, _ nor with the Perfections of the Bleſſed God. 
And if it be Inconſiſtent. with, our Notion of a Cor-. | 
poreal or Imperfect Subſtance, it is likely that may 
have deceived theſe more Confident rather than Wa. 
ry Men, as. being, our. maſt Obvious and , Familiar 
Notion. of, a Subſtance. _ But then the Notion: of a 
Corporeat God will not. conſiſt with the Creation 
neither, nor with God's being a Spirit, and there- 
fore not with the Chriſtians God ; nor leave'us any. 
Religion, unleſs Epicureant and Spurious Fatal Stoicks. ' Þ 


— 


be Religious. Why 1 tbink thus I deſire the Rea- Þ 
der to accept of this Succiuct Scheme, not having 
Eune to enlarge. I ſuꝑpoſe here that our Acquain- 
e 85 = _ tance. 
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eed F tance with God's Skill in bis Workmanſhip, fratning 
che World, may be as extenſive as Naturaliſts have 


Ot, 3 aught. Ne * 77 | . Wo EO OTE 2604.6 N 
of But our Knowledge of what is purely God's Crea- 
ob- ting skill reaches no further than thus, that we 
ce: know it makes the Difference betwixt 2 Thing and 
all. Nothing. And that this Difference conſiſts of the 
er-. Difference between the Thing's Real Eſſence, and 
90 ; o Eſſence, and its Real Exiſtence, and no Exiſtence. 


f 


ub rherefore our Minds aſſure us there is a Real Diffe- 


t Hence betwixt a Thing, and no Thing, betwixt its 
wn. Exiſtence, and no Exiſtence, and betwixt its Eſſence, 
at- fand no Eſſence, tho what any of thoſe Differences 
gh Is we know not at all. We alſo ſurely perceive chat 
ive pur Notion of the World's Real Eſſence is not our 
but Motion of its Real Exiſtence 3 but what Reality that 
E, which anſwers either of theſe Two Notions in 

Tontradiſtinction to the other, we know not. And 
Ihe Reaſon , why we know it not is, becauſe we 
tis now not the former Differences. For if we knew 
Tri- What is the Difference berwixt a Thing, and no 
1 it. hing, its Eſſence, and no Eſſence, its Exiſtence, 
od. nd no Exiſtence, according to the uſual Rules of, 
or- Equations, we ſhould know what is the Real Dif-, 
Ference betwixt its Eſſence and Exiſtence. But tho 


na 

Va. e know not what this Difference is, yet we may 
liar We ſure there is a Difference, as we ſee in the former 
f a Inſtances. Becauſe we find by theInward Senſe of 
ion when we think of a Rea] Exiſting, 
ere- Ove Notion of its Exiſtence,-; and, 


any. 
cle 
eas | 
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our Mind; neither would our affirming (ex. gr. = 1 [1 
that the World does Exiſt, be a Complication of 
Notions; as all the Maſters of the Thinking Faculty do 
confeſs. agreeably to the common Senſe of Mankind; 
wherefore our Idea of the Real Eſſence, and our 
Idea of the Real Exiſtence of the ſame Thing, 


are certainly diverſe one from the other. For 
we truly think that the Eſſence of the Eſſence is 
a Tautology, becauſe neither more or leſs of Rea- 
lity is intended in the Eſſence of the Eſſence than 


anſwers our Notion of the bare Eſſence. But with- 8 
out any Tautology we ſay the Exiſtence of the Ej- 


ſence, and the Exiſtence of the Thing, which ſhews 


that we think there is ſome Reality of the Thing, 
not anſwered by our Thought of its Exiſtence, and 
a Reality in the Exiſtence not anſwered by our 
Thought gr the Eſſence. 

But though the abſolute Notiop of Exiſtence and 
of Eſſence be diverſe, yet we find we cannot think 


that either is enfwercs | in Reality, if both be not: 1 
For in Reality we think there is he Eſſence without 
its ou Far Vice Verſa. But this makes not the 


Notions of theſe Two to be the ſame Notion. If I 
think of a Body, I cannot think it Real, unleſs alſo E 
think there be really Room for its Subſtance, and 
really Time for its Exiſtence. Now tho I cannot 
conceive the one of theſe is, and the other is not, 
yet my Notions of Body, of Time, and of Place, are 
certainly. Notions different from one another ; for 
otherwiſe I could not think Two Men to be in di- 
vers Places at the ſame Time, or One Man to bein the 
very ſame Place at divers Times. : 

1 have likewiſe a Notion of ſeveral Eſſences re- 
ally different from one another, and likewiſe of ſs- 
veral Exiſtences really diverſe from one another, as 
Three Trees have Three divers Eſſences, and Three 
divers Exiſtences. And from theſe'Princi 20 atteſted 


r.) 1 y inward Senſe we ſee what are the Simple Forms of 


< of 
4 


: 


6 


Fontradictions belonging to theſe Notions. -, For un- 


Tk we think a Real Eſſence to be no Real Efſence,, or a 
Neal Exiſtence to be no Real Exiſtence, or elſe that ei- 


Per the Eſſence or Exiſtence of the ſame Thing is one 
Wis Matter will. be explicitely Contradictions, nor 
s it be reduceabſe to ſome one of theſe Forms, 

Z But then it is evident, that if we have a Thought of 


eal, and the other not, no Thought belonging to 


Real Eſſence, that hath Three Real Exiſtences, this 


in none of. thoſe Forms, or reduceable to any of 


em z. as neither is the Thought of Two Eſſences 
Kving but one Exiſtence z therefore neither of theſe. 
Ja Contradictious Thought; for in ſuch a Notion as 
her of theſe there is not any Eſſence or Exiſtence 


Pougnt to be no Eſſence or no Exiſtence, nor is any 


 Wriaity is in all Religion, when we obſerve that in 
1 the 


ur Thoughts; if either of theſe; No:ions cannot be 
Fempliſied in a Material or Imperfect Subſtance, that 
on 


Neal Eſſence thought to be without its Real Exiſtence, 


any Real Exiſtence without its Real Eſſence; ſo 
hat no Thought in our Mind lyes croſs to any other 


che whole Proceſs. And therefore ſuch a, Being 
"Manor be proved Impoſſible from the Impoſſibi- 
of ſuch a Notion, ſeeing we can form the Concep- 
Yon of ſuch à Thing without; any Repugnancy in 


| 2 Demonſtration that the Chriſtians God is 
t a Body, but an Immaterial Being; but no Argu- 
Ment at all againſt the Divine Trinity, or our Savi- 
ur's Incarnation if Gad be thoughtan Abſolute Per- 
ct Spirit, and Chriſt believed to be God, we will 
ow ſce how far this clears all the Articles in the 
ebanaſian Account of the Trinity and Incarnation; 
Ind by the ſame Means we may likewiſe perceive o 

ov very great Importance the Belief of the Divine 


[ 32 ] 


- the Notion we have of any Exiſtent Thing, we cer- © 
cainly perceive that no leſs of its Reality goes to an- 

ſwer our Notion of its Real Exiſtence, than to anſwer | 

our Notion of its Real Effence, (Firſt of the Trinity, 


ſeeing in the former Proceſs the Three Exiſtences are 3 


ſuppoſed Real, and the One Eſſence Real, neither can 
be meerly Notional and the Exiſtences bein not the 1 | 
Exiſterices-of an Adjurtkt, 

they are to be ſtiled, by 


ſtences, to diſtinguiſh them From the 9 5 9 


of Adjuncts. If this One Eſſence, that hath Three Rea! | 


Exiſtences, be not an Accident, butaSubſtance, they are 
Subſtantial Exiſtences, in Contradiſtinction from Acci- 
dental Exiſtences. If the Subſtance thought of be an In- 
dividual not Generical Subſtance, (as they ſpeak,) ſuch 

2 Subſtance having Three Real, Eſſential, Subſtantial YR 
Exiſtences, is a Subſtance ſubſiſting i in Three Real 
Subſiſtences, (that is, Hypoſtaſes, 0 and for the 
_ of the Latin ' Frantlation, ” Cand yo other 1 
Nee q | 

1 os add. if the One Subſtancebe$3 ig 6 v ian 4 
tary, the Three Real Subfiſtences are really Three Per- 
ſonal Subſiſtences, that is, Three Perſons, if the Lain 
Verſion be right, (of whichb y and by.)IfthisOneSpiti- 4 
tual Subſtance be Divine, the Thing that anſwers this 
Notion is One God in Three Real Diverſe Subſi ſtetices, 
as Real andasDiverſe as are the Three ſeveralSubſiſtences 1 
of the Three ſeveral Trees foremention'd.Or thus, One 
God in Three Perſons, as Real and as Diverſe, as are 
the Three Perſons of Peter, James and John, really 
Diverſe, and yet che Diviiie Subſtance at raly One, as 
the Humane Nature or Manhood of Peter 18 rfuly the 1 
ſame with it ſelf. - 


uf 1 ave caſt up this Account ru 


t TOES ano q 
and 1 can telt by 
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Experience an ordinary Man can ſee no Miſtake in it, 
Put what an extraordinary Wit may do I cannot 
Pivine; nor is it much Material if it be ſuch a one a8 is 
Solved to be durodidlaxios, not brodiidlaxles, for ſuch 
Knnot receive the Myſteries of the Kingdom of Hea · 
Sen. I muſt confeſs myſelf ſo dull my Underſtand- 
g diſcerns no Inconſiſtency in the whole Notion, 
aleſs they will contradict the uniform Senſe of Man- 
„ ind, that makes it evident we have a different Idea 
che Exiſtence and of the Eſſence of a Thing; for 
Mis being evident, all the reſt proceeds without any 
Wificulty. K they ſnould bei otherwiſe minded, they 
Fay try, as I ſaid, whether in this whole Notion it be 
nplied, (for it cannot be pretended to be expreſſed,) 
Pat the Exiſtence of a Thing is not its Exiſtence, or 
Eſſence not its Efſence; or that the Real Eſſence is 
Without its Rea! Exiſtence, or that any of the Three 
iſtences is without its Eſſence, or is the ſame with, 
Wd: yet. different from either of the other Two. 80 
at I think it is plain to Impartial Minds no Thought 
plied in this Notion ſubverts another; or interferes 
ch it. All that can in Truth be ſaid of it is, that it 
the Idea of an unuſual Thing, yea, of a moſt ama- 
ng Thing; and this I confeſs, for it muſt be ſo if it 
zpiti- the Right Notion of the Great and Terrible God. 
But if they think they can draw up this whole Ac- 
Hunt righter than I ha ve done, I need not tell them 
wuſt vot be done by making ſmart and popular 
eclamatiens againſt it ; becauſe every one knows 
Hat is not the Faculty of an Auditor, but an Orator, 
Nd is not uſed to adjuſt Accounts, but to perſwade Men 
p ſtand to them when they are adjuſted. And let 
| em caſt up this Account without caſting up theiriown - 
„ Necounts, for that indeed may beſpatter it, and make 
19-20 WÞe Account unlegible, but can never diſprove it; or 
e ove any Thing, but that they like it not, finding 
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it nat for their Turn. But if they ſhould perſiſt in 
their wonted Stile, and call Oue Eſſence in Three Di- 
verſe Subſtances Jargon, Gibberiſh, Metaphyſical 8 
Fooleries, a  Moon-coat, - a Thingham, Something, 
Nothing, a new Implement, called an Extinguiſher for 
the Sun, Myſtical Magick, and the Hike, for their 
Health Sake they may know ſuch Poppinjay Vomits 
ſnew their Stomachs are very foal'; but for the Truths 
Sake I muſt telbthem only, I was not thinking whe- 
ther it be any or all of theſe Fine Trinkets, but only i 
if there beia Subſtance ſubſiſting in Three Diverſe Real 
Subſiſtences; whether Ecould have: a conſiſtent No- 
tion of ſuch a Thing and I find I can, and offer the 
Matter of Fact in the former Section for Proof of it, 
where it is done. For thereby I ſee a Trinity is not a Con- 
tradiction, and therefore no Impoſſibility, and therefore Þ 
116 theres nothing in Reaſon againſt the Beingof One God, 
1470 : and Three Hypoſtaſes or Ferſons; but it riowithat- it 
1 5 appears there is a Notion of a Real Frinity, axcording 
to the Genius of Pregnant Wits they ſhould-ion the 
other Hand cry out it is nothing but an empty Noti- 
1 on, a meer Figment, an odd Fancy, this would give 
1 us juſt Cauſe to obſerve, that as: all Hereticks are 
1 extteamly given to pleaſe themſel ves, ſo: theſe! Men 
= - have that Singularity of Humour, that they are re- 
_ ſolved nothing ſhall pleaſe them beſides” themſelves. il 
id When the Church Baptizes into the Faith of One God, 
.- the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, they revile this 
„ Faith with the Opprobrious Terms of Nonſenſe, Trittie- 8 
Wl iſm, Paganiſm, Contradiction, Samaritaniſm; that is 
| | as much as to ſay, we Worſhip a God without a Noti- 


(1 


— 


ll on of him. When the Church gives them clearly i 
„ 5 her Notion in her Symbols, particularly the Athara- 
„ fan, v ill they: ſtill be ſo croſsas to ery out a Chimera, 
_ awairy Crochet ? That is, we Werſhip a "Notion 


PT 


tentioudy:45 Lfean they will, 
be a Manb@od:really-ſtiblifing,icbere-muſt be a Man. 


thou art the Man, not by In es Perſona, hut Tee: 


ſon but n blond 


 Fh&Subfiſtence jd ſaidl id he hath oft 
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me Churches Caſe, for-flip- 
PrxrſDnd fihe Quieſiths Kathe 
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further obſerve, 
thataMan cannot” be'3vishibat; his Feston; butiitichere 


Now ther Netion of che Humane: Nature or Man- 
hood being the Nation of the General Nature is 


not. the Notion; of the Mans Perſon; and the 


Nogon which the Antjent; Lin, (from whom. the 
Church firſt: tookit ) bad of a Man 's Perſon was not 
their Notion of the Man himſelf z (for. you muſt lay, f | 


Homo,) wherefote ſinee the Man cannot be at all with- 
out his Perſon, and neither the Man himſelf, nor, his 
Eſſence or. Manhood, is his Perſon. nothing is left to 
anſwer the Notion Mhich . 105 8 4 


ſiſtenct is the ſame, or elſe the i el aj off | 
Hiesl zubältengg, grid is Ren E e ſo it Þ 
come to. che ſame iure prgſent Saen Far aw hogs 1 
that hath Three Ie i W l 
Fhree as Div beg dene e iN WI 

Subſiſtences ate-Diverſe, and conſequently. Three Per. 
fons, becauſe Three Subſiſtences 3 which ſhews how 
great is che Agreementibetwixt the Original N Gr Y 
Eranſlation, being didbas a equiyalent 
pri ap rey Fits 
ckud * 
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anditheiFhird of the 2 5 


+ fee Perſons 0 che Deit) 5 though? 
| by Hypoſtaſes, "yet! 24 
Feed. Chirdly, 12 del not conflote 'Exi- 
ence 55 Prefence, but Perſon ſignifies Subfiſtenee, 
md connotes Preſence ; and as the one is more eyed 
Fon ie other, it is ſometimes anſweret' b 5 — 
and ometimes by by weber, I Temetniber /: io p. 
ed turned to this Purpoſe, I beliebte in Ge. od, 
* Trrel Facer; but if there be Three Divine Subſi- 
tences, they muſt be preſent to one another, and 
I ave that Reciprocal' Aſpect ficing as it were — 
OY er, as is always required to! * 
| y that the adequatencſs of theſe Words ii of no 
4 this Debite? 80 long as tt is 2 the 
ab. dear b Perle antientiy was not the ſame with that 
nei 1 . Manh60d, no fitter Word in all the 
'Y Fongue could de fonhd and its Prop priety is 
e 8 ict of Di- 
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| 250 Other” Fog Hons thin” of 
Ef wot 'Pofohs:” But filr e find thei Noions' in 
e t "the ſame” Proportion "that" Civil Things 
_ A 7 oral Effeces: For Example, the Perſon o. 
„ea ws" bet ide One düster nor the 
* 3 Fett 0 ang Could 
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* ee e 10 Perſon or 
"1 755 Piers ” his Perſon ; and ſo in the other Oivil 
1 . AccidentalPerſonages. But in Eſſential EI 
F 2 h the 
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2 ing and eie 


vine. 
but as ſuch e ebe e Son, G. of which 


Natural and Civil, may have their ſeveral Real .Exi- 


and Energy, contrary to what our Co 


* ther) in a Being th at hath but One 


teach the Primitive Fathers the Senſe of tſie 
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herefore the Propert de. 
s ogg, rot as Elten 7 lors, 1 


long to the Divin 
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more anon; by theſe Perſons are 3 
lagousto.what — IR Perſon in the Triniry, 4 
Now this Civil Perſon, was the. — of the Offic Offer, 
not the Perſon of the Man ʒ for ſtrip he Man. of bis 
Office, and all things elſe, yea, 1155 a wild Sopot, 
imagine no other Thing in Being beſides him; yet ik 
you leave him a Manhood exiſting, you leave to him 
the Eſſential Perſon of a Man: For yon ave. to him | 1 
2 RealSubſiſtence and a Preſence, becauſe.every Can. 

ſcious Being is reciprocally. preſent to itſelf; accord- 
ingly the Perſon of a Rich Man is Bur" tha ; Ki, | 
or the exiſting of his Riches in the Diſpoſal 8 * 
Will, the Perſon of an Old Man is his 
ſo of the reſt. Noy ſince ſeveral ſueh . 


ſtences in the ſame Man, we find it is uſual with the : 
Authentick Latiniſts to ſpeak of ſeveral Real Perſons, 
both Natural and Civil, as really bling in the ſame 8 
Man, that bath, but One Underſtanding, On Ser Wl 2F 


that there can; be KH Ks Kel aro pps 


led, (and not 1 5 Diverſe really from one ano ; 
ill, Underſtand- 
yet he aſſerts with a — 4 
like Haughtineſs, but without auy Authority, e 
Soci uus can 8 im, as well to 

the Maſters. af the Lane Tongue; dag. 


better in the Meaving of their Native La 
Stipulation, from voor Prong lem. it in 
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d ettectere huge vente to ule theſ eam Fx 
ſions bf them; for whate ver Reſpe&n y be Es 1 
the Sociniuu for their 'manly''Actompliſhinents;' gel = 
none can be due to ſuch Things as theſe, which are 
not more Raſh and Audacious than they are Impo- 
tent, whethet we judge of them by the * of a a| ö 
Chriſtian,” or the Reaſon of a Mn. 1 
eG 3030 GIMEWOR AS OG; = 2 
But | hvelomedtiing more material to lives con- 4 
cerning this, for hereby it is evident that the Antients 
and the Moderns did both believe the ſame Unity and 
Diverſity in the Bleſſed Trinity, notwithſtanding their 
different Method of caſtipg up the Account; for wie 
Fathers taking the Subſiſtericefor the Perſon, did ac 
cordingly teach that the Three Divine Perfons were 
wholly as Diverſe as the Perſons of Peter, James, and A 
John, are Three Diverſe Perſons, as they ought to do; 
dut the Schools never ſaid ſo, nor Sobald 99 0 
Confiſteney with their own Notions. For they in 
Compliance with the common Uſage — Faſbion off 
their own Times deſined a Perſon Sup rationale, 3 
but ſuppoſed IS ou hit to be called 
Diverſe Divine Perſons, | | 
Were reall y. Diverſe, which was the 


Sabltanes wa he ſame iu the T Hes; by 


pears that the Schools did believe thę true Diverſity 
gers ee Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, was 
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Sehe welehe che um ungen Di 
— Father, Sn ad Hel Gh6ſt,"k 


4 ung the Fathernas Cod in One Real Subſiſtence, 
eto Wh 555 as; God in, quite Auothet Real Subſiſtence, 
et ly Ghoftio a Third ; now this imply ing no 
NS edict, 48 has been ſeen, I diſcern not! why 
* ee but not conſtaniy, and Curcellæunche 
Wl rimmer-ic COBNIERINs. but weakly, hould exhibic 
oe heavy; Charge: Of Kritheiſm again ſeveral Fathery, 
or teaching that the Three Perſons in the Trinity are 
. 9 a the Perſons of Three Men z and though 
ients r. Cudworth joins with them in the Charge, the bet- 
„and r to accommodate Platoniſm with the Chrillian Do- 


their Irine, yet L find none of all his Quotations: comes 
the Pome zo the Point, notwithſtanding: our Conſidera- 
1 ac- Jors nfidenge. in them For when they ule the 
were Lampariſon/ of a Tree and its Branches, the Foun- 


and in and its Streams, the Sun and its Gleams, a Father 
do; | Duda Son, the; Water and the Vapour, to illuſtrate 


J in 9 amengls of the Subliance, theſe e Comps 
y in iſans, areifatsfy;d bythe. ee Ober vation, that 
n of very Thing in ho World is both like and unlike every 
ale, ther r Thing, Now ſince this was all ſpoken againſt the 
alled 5, ho juliored che Natrogh the Father wasof a 
erice: 1 Proper Divinity, and the, Nature ef 
eafon Jen af 20. Inferigr-and, oprotex,Dixioit either 
8 they Numerical or Specifical Sameneſs, was ſufficient, to 
ap. — Futpoſe, which vag 10 ſhe wi that which is of 
another hath not a Nature in its Condition inferiour to 


1 which Was all they needed in their Lonteſt 
ich the Anse f: For it appears: fm Petauias him- = 
chat che Fathers, yea, the accuſed Ones, enn A 
. Wc e Eſſence; ja;the; Three 

| „Hadithe Fathers, chat:laid the Father, Sqn, 
>, were ns much ThreePerlonzas Peter, 
Ind. John, . ge There are The that they 2 as 


Gods a8 t * 
5 oF) been home to the oint, but 1 ey Fe 7 
: And: 


ance with Abhorrence. | | 


COS! 


 Anditis very unreaſonable 40 Charge Meh: AY A 
dale fing ſuch Doctrines as they: conſtantly and er. 
pteſly diſavow, by carrying their Samilitudes beyond 
the Uſe they make of them; the Tſſence being Cem. 
er % Three > pag Perſons, is dd, not 

raid, hw cy, 565 be the ſame numerically, as be. 
longing to the jointly, as one common Eftireli 
to Coheirs is amongſt Men; nor is this a Trinity of 
Names, or partial Notions, if there be (ia re) Tl 
anfwers our diſtin Notions ; that is, if God hath 3 
really an Efſence, and Three diſtin Exiſtences, 
The Doctors remaining Quotations about Narnerical | 
and Specifical Unity will be more naturally — 
by and by. I deny not but the Schooſmen were the 
firſt Authors of the New Notion of the Word Perſon ; 
but it will by no Means follow from thence chat 
they were the firſt Aſſerters of the Numerical Un | 
of the Divine Eſſence; for to Name no mote, St. . 
ie dere Ny 4 _ largely te teach i W in his Books off 
the Trinity. 8 Us 5 32 42 (1372 | I 1 
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— ourTheoriess andour-Tofght in 
the Nature of Things rather favours cn , MM. 
them; for we thinking every ſame Thing to betteally 1 
One and Many, do obſerve that Matter, the only-$ub- | 
ſtance of this Viſible World; becomes many by Dil. 
on; now this Multiplication byDiviſion' as much di- 
miniſdeth its Greatneſs, as it increaſeth its Number; 
-a1nd were the dividing A Sache, i 11 | 
on actually inffrite orablotudly. perfect, 
nikilate dp: winerſbl ance: mo 
tity and Extetiſion';! but its abus! Agency 
the Divine Sobſtance is ſo far from  deftroying 
' Divine Subſtance: that they are really really One. 4 1 
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a n e, Being, = we ſee it t does 
— j pd Ding we are acquainted Withal, we ſhould 
1d Fraun not by Piviſſou of its Subſtance, ” but 
bay werf its Subſiſtences or 
not 7i6ble Subſtance is ſuch a fuggiſh Lump, that it wil 
be- jot ſtir an Inch but by main Force; and When it is 
ſtare i breed, though it was to ſave the World, it will nei- 
y of \erhaſteri nor flackin its Pace, nor bend its Courſe 
what In Hair's Breadth, but by the like Main Force; ſuch a 
hath Purliſh Thing as this is fit only to be under the Pow. 
nces. 1 and Direction of ſome other, which is an Abſolute 
rical rfect Being, in which we confeſs there is no ſuch 
Jited | bbſtance as knttir is, Now if to inquire into iy 
e the K beunce or Efence of this moft 7 D 
fon ; Would ask, why we think one Thing a Perfection, 
chat Wd another an Im rfe&ion ? We cannot find an 
nity | zſon for this Di „but that the one is a 
Ae. Wonfommate Joy of Bliſs, or contributes ſomewhat to 
ol ssd the other"deſtroys ald obltructs ſach Joy and 
is, according to theſe Meaſures, which K tate to be 
4. cht. The Subſtance of all Perſections, as fuch, is 
to Wtual Conſummate Joy, or a moſt At 
ys MPinpleat Bliſsz and gently the Sub 
g perfect Being is ſuchi Joy = Blifp, and” Wilton, 
= wer; Goodneſs, Preſence, &c belon ins, | 
Wbftance!s as Extenſion, Tropenetrabiliey,” a * 
Necce five Duration, E belong to Matter; a 
” 3 5 ch and Power of the Will, {ay 
W Force in all Mr e equently 15 with 
n- erte Sphih All otion the orld, 
Wan- Em; the Effbrts er e Divine ot 
fin | exted Volifon'; ; HoW(there appears no Repugnan- 
of Thought in thinking ſuch an Abſolute, . 
| ly "to ſub fin Three Real Subſiſtences, rath 
n in One. ate dane dera eat" den 
8 it 
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yet hee ene 29 —— it, Su 7 Earl! 
ing ene of! Aae Conttadichion, Contradi 
eee e eee 95: Senſe 
em, than t. more Mel N 8 
REF; Ecchoes in the Woods; which We may have 
ee to the Charge of buying Brief Nene 
i ief 5: WS and Two Books of; 8 4 
Operoſe. Pieces, or Operoſe Pants. z per- 
Tides. cages. 255 _ Subſtantial 
the moſt probable Side off. the Queſtion; i 
or there 15 no Joy which hath not a Reciprocal 
Preſence to. itſelf. Andd as a, Notieyal Suhſiſtange of | 
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is ſufficient for a Notionah Joy Jl — 
ald 8 tial, Subluence < TY 
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ce Joy is a = ag thet | 
lifkencey ,of,.this:Subſi kane 
n | no more: lle. Brough nl 
i ewed.; but tog 
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Tor ka Man can but keep himſelf” from thinking 
nce Material e 15 out of the 
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1 Sübſtance is no u e ires: 
ice torts ſelf, whereas an penettaple 'Sabftance 

armot eee to its (elf, and to be ſo requ 1985 A eg 


_ 80 bliſtenc crefote div 1955 . 
th ah ade Peri rei eep 


N ff de meg 5791 N even Reat 
nd Subſtantial Subſiſtences. According then to our 
kill in the Nature of Things, the moſt Perfeck Sub- 
Wadce in the moſt Perfe Way of Subſiſtence, 5 
Poe Goa in Pivers n ubffhende b e d 
k F Mr. Burrongh's' Performance” caft ſatisſie bj 
n ach as it does me,) even in Th} bene more: 55 
b «if s. When the Confiderator ask "if Thiee be ne- 
W-fary to compleat the Perfection why not Seven ? 
Ac 1 have thought ff Iwo Eyes make a, more 
ba 1 g mp pleat Man than” 1. 


of more 8 than 1 ö 
al Nhat if we n ight truſt 5 a 51 7 
1 010 Perfection" of the Beiey 7 Trinity, . 
"+ ich? as * was tit econ rich ite! 
e we ſee n is weſt cbnte neut wien the nes 
1901 | of th "Perfect gt 
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Nel. 
"ES ture's 
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ture's in this Reſpect 3, and conſequentiy our Conſide- ik 
rator cannot pretend in Reaſon to have proved in his 
Conſiderations, and Notes, and Hiſtory,any thing more 
than that it is impoſlble for a Corporcal Subſtance, or 
an Imperfect f ſubſiſt in Three Diſtinct Eſſen- 

tial Subſiſtences; and in Truth I think it not worth i 
while to contend with a Man ſo confident about chat, 

be it one Way or the other, he has himſelf an Obſer- 
vation that may confirm us in this. He meets with 
a Carteſian, Platonick, Ariſtotelian, a (Pythagori- 
an, or) Myſtical Trinity, and a Trinity in Ciceronian 8 


* 


Propriety : But he finds no Epicurean, or (which . 
in Effect the ſame) Stratonick-Stoical, Trinityg of 
all the numerous Sedts of. | Philoſophers; at Athens, ko 
only theſe Stoicks and Epicureans, when they thought 
at the Divinity of our Sayiour. We. may ſuppoſe 
we have by our Uniform, Senſitive, Obſervations, ſo iſ 
many certain Notices, of the Corporeal Nature, 
that unleſs we disbelieve theſe we, can, no; more be- 
lieve Matter capable of Three Diverſe, Edential; Con- 
temporary Sppſiſtences, than all the Abſurdities.of | 
Tranſubſtantiation ; and therefore theſe Spurious Sto- 
ichs and Epicurcans, who believe there is no other 
Subſtance beſides the Corporeal, cannot believe a Tri- 
nity. poſſible. Rut none of.thole, that believe; an Im- 
matcrial Subſtance can perceive any Contsadiction ina 
Real Trinity. For if tbex think there is s Thing, 
whoſe Subſtance differs as much from the Subſtance of 
this Wer 2s er don May, ca- 
fon can be imagined- hy it d be C 

for that pied Bel e Sky. 
ſiſtence ſhould alſo differ as much 
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ide- | * Dieting or fg 6s the-confeffed Dif- 
| q rerice betwirt the Two Sabſtances. 'So' that Plato: 
ore x ib gert, Carta, did, and Ariftotle conſiſtently 
ich bis Principles, if he believed the Creation, and 
cn- n öthers that believed the Being of an 5 
prth | abſtance, might acknowledge a Real Trin 
bat, ee their Followers do; but-Epicaray, and 64g and 
er- i fach Corporealiſts conſiſtently cannot; but then 
vith 3 hefe are all Atheiſts direſtly, and An ideen but 
ori- 14 - conſequence. - Now if the Socinians and others can 
| Wit prove the Epicurean Material God ig not a Trini- 
and then prove it to be no God, Werse not a 
4 infay: chem; only we ſay there goes mote to prof 
e Divine Trinity contrary to Reaſon, than demon 
Wrating, chat if God be a Trinity, then in this Reſpe& 
e muft not be like a Man, or any other Crez⸗ 
Ire, either in his Eſſence or Suhſiſtence. And becauſe 
T e Soehwiens cannot pretend to have evinced any more 
Jy their preſumed Conttadictions, than ſuch à Diſpa- 
WÞ'7 between God and Creatures, we are not behol- 
de. Nen to them for this Information; for this w 7 7 

ere hat our God had toe thi ene of ny Th ing 
Wat is in Heaven above, or in the'Farth a. or 
che Waters under che Earth; but then 14 17 
Means be exchſed ſrom an Intempe tance of Spi 
| ſho before they have eareſed their Proofs any "Farther 
1 „ Dan thus, haves Thouſand ti es not only defied, 

ic the utmoſt Coritttieion nels tefied the” (Ach 
Oe and what  wotſt of Al, the "God the 
vips ; but 1 Sud have God and my LI 


S forgive all ſuch Things to them, ene if 
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erſity, there is yet a Haber, l 0 neh! they call a Mo: | 
al Diftcrence, and the Foundation of it, reino imdebs, 


a. Mode of, the, Perlgn. of the Exiſtence ae | 
ence. © Nowrit One das only preg ely got eicher wt | 
I won, we mull Call then Three Diyerſe;Per: | 

tons 5 but this-will give no Reaſon en dee be W 
led 0 rather than the Second, or vice verſa; but 

| ſe. in the Real Condition of theſe per- 

. d be; the Fürſt, and the Otber the 2 
ny he, I RET dhe Tbied Lot the Frſt Per: 
1 Op Wider h e beck eabe, Eieſt. but the 
rimäry Perſon or 8 Subſi ence of- the-Deity, and the 
gon will be the Second, and Secondary Perſon and 3 
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ence. 800 the. Deity, dhe Third- che Terctian 

Perion; or Sulyiftencer fiche: Drity;.; How, far hi 
e BE. gfM e ee Chriſttan ! 
legs othe e eqnally Pera 

Subliſtences, or ache nce Jubſiſting: is not abſo- 
185 = 5 251 b aueb hath ſwewed.. Now. 
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